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First of all, I don't think that there are any 
bright ideas or gimmicks; there is no alternative to the 
President's current course of action, recognizing that 
he has in mind to "Vietnamize" as rapidly as possible 
consistent with basic national interests, to put pressure 
on the DRV/PRG to negotiate in Paris with greater use of 
the Majestic public forum, to get the South Vietnamese 
Government to improve its image (e.g. releasing some of 
the Buddhist leaders), to move .the GVN ahead with such 
improvements as land reform, and to explain our position 
forthrightly to the American people as only the President 
can do in his persuasive, articulate way. 

With regard to the President's November 3 speech, 

I assume that the speech will make clear that all Ameri¬ 
cans are for bringing this war to a halt--the only ques¬ 
tion is how to do so. Much hangs on that decision. I 
further assume the speech will set forth the logic and 
rationale of the course of action charted by the President, 
knocking down the "deadline" approach championed by certain 
Congressmen and moratorium elements, emphasizing the 
importance of a settlement which will promote the stability 
and self-assurance in Asia which will be required if the 
almost universally acclaimed Guam Doctrine is to be 
carried out. I do not recommend, as some have suggested, 
that the President review how we got into Viet-Nam or why . 
we are there. The focus should be on where we go from here. 
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greater understanding and support and more time to 
•carry out his policy if he underscores his vital com¬ 
mitment to peace by demonstrating that U.S. capacity 
for achieving peace is not immobilized or merely 
"creeping" along. Given the realities and limitations 
of the over-all situation, the best way to achieve such 
a sense of resolute movement might well be for the 
President to announce his intention to remove a substan¬ 
tially larger number of additional troops by a date 
significantly further into the future. 

For instance, I can see some merit in the President 
announcing his intention to withdraw X additional troops 
by July of next year (or Y additional troops by the end 
of 1970). He would nevertheless maintain flexibility by 
making clear that, if enemy military aggressiveness were 
to increase, he would have no recourse but to recon¬ 
sider the rate of withdrawals. On the other hand, if a 
change in the Communist position were to occur, such as 
engaging in serious, productive negotiations, then it 
would be possible to speed up withdrawals, with a view 
to removing all U.S. forces as soon as possible. 

I am sure that you have considered this type of 
approach which is entirely consistent with the current 
three criteria for determining the rate of U.S. with¬ 
drawals from Viet-Nam. The other side would be judged 
by its actions; it would not be required to make any 
explicit acknowledgments of deescalatory measures. This 
approach has the advantage of providing Americans with a 
better idea of what can be achieved while at the same 
time putting the monkey on the Communist back for doing 
those things which will make accelerated withdrawals 
possible. It is designed to get Americans to put pres¬ 
sure on Hanoi rather than on Washington. 

The foregoing are purely personal thoughts. If 
implemented, this course of action would necessarily 
involve advance consultations with the GVN and certain 
TCC. Warm regards, 

Sincerely, y 

Marshall Green 








